The name Crataegus laciniata Ucria is generally applied to a species characterized by displaying ± lanate twigs, leaves, inflorescences, hypanthia, and fruits. The subterminal leaves of flowering shoots are deeply and narrowly lobed and they bear short petioles (0.1-0.3 the length of the lamina). The fruits are brick-red, 8-14 mm in diameter, and they have (1)2-3(5) pyrenes. It is distributed through the western Mediterranean, i.e., northern Algeria, Morocco, Sicily, and southeastern Spain.
The lectotype of C. laciniata designated by Christensen (in Syst. Bot. Monogr. 35: 112. 1992) does not match the traditional and current concept of this species and does not support the above usage of the name. His lectotypification leads the name C. laciniata to apply to C. monogyna var. lasiocarpa (Lange) K.I. Chr. (≡ C. lasiocarpa Lange, Diagn. Pl. Iber. 2: 11. 1881). This taxon displays villous twigs, leaves, inflorescences, hypanthia, and fruits, and besides, the fruits are 5-9 mm in diameter and they have only 1 pyrene, exceptionally 2. The type specimen (C barcode 10017870!) consists of a fruiting branch that undoubtedly corresponds to the C. monogyna group and it is from Sicily. The label shows "Crataegus sp. laciniata / Bernardino ab Ucria / Dedit Gussoni / Madonie". This information does not establish that the specimen was studied by Ucria. Taking into account that Ucria (1739-1796) died when Gussone (1787-1866) was nine years old, it does not seem feasible that they communicated with one another. Secondly, the presumed identification of the specimen by Gussone does not match the criteria that were elucidated in his own treatment (Fl. Sicul. Prodr. 1: 565-566. 1827). He characterized C. laciniata (under Mespilus laciniata (Ucria) Guss.) as a species displaying big fruits having 1-5 pistils. He added in the discussion "aliquando simul cohaerent, hinc nihil mirum si pro unico descripserit Ucria" [sometimes the pistils stick together; hence, it is no wonder that Ucria described the species as monogynous]. Moreover, he included as a synonym the name Mespilus pubescens C. Presl On this basis, it is not certain that Christensen's designated lectotype is original material for Ucria's name. Moreover, Christensen's morphological interpretation differs from the species concept of C. laciniata established by most botanists. Although the protologue reads "floribus monogynis", which really characterizes C. monogyna Jacq. and its segregates, C. laciniata exceptionally displays only one pyrene as was already mentioned.
Alternatively, Christensen treated the taxon from the western Mediterranean with 2-3 pyrenes (here in the sense of C. laciniata) as C. orientalis subsp. presliana K.I. Chr. (≡ C. pubescens). However, we do not consider it appropriate to treat this taxon at infraspecific rank because the diagnostic characters are consistent and its distribution area is well delimited. On this basis, we and most earlier and modern botanists are inclined to regard it as a species distinct from C. orientalis Pall. ex M. Bieb.
